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The Louisiana Compensatory/Remedial Educdtion Student Profile:

Develop(nent and Use of an Individualized Basic Skills Reporting System * }

-This paper examines the character:isfics of a form named the Louisiana
Corﬁpensatory/Remedia;l Education Student Profile (referred to as the
Student Profile) and the naturg Bf‘the compensatory education program
evaluation served by the Student Profile. “

7 Under the Compensatory Education Act of 1980 ’(R.S. 17:394-400)
Louisiana's public school systems must provide compensatory7Tremedial
services to each student who fails to demonstrate minimum competency in
language arts and/or mathematics as measured on the State's B,a)sic Skills
Tests. The Student Profile is a one page, three-copy NCR form pri;wted
on NCR (National Cash Register) paper, that was prepared by the
Louisiana State Department of Education for each grade 2 student in

Louisiana who failed to attain the minimum score set by the State Board of

Elementary and Secondary Education on the State's Grade 2 Basic Skills

Test administered statewide for the first time in March, 1982. The

’/
Student Profile lists all the minimum skills in language arts and

. o %
mathematics established by the State for grade 2. he skills in which the
student failed to demonstrate mastery on the Grade?2 Basic Skills Test are
marked with asterisks on the Student Profile, generating a statement of

the student's deficiencies in bas;c skills. 5

School systems use the Student Profile to identify the learnip(

objectives for compensatory/remedlal instruction that.must be proyided
duripg se¢hool year 1982-83 for each of these grade 2 studént§ who failed
to demMe n’xastery in language arts or mathematics. In addition the

C
Student Profile is completed by the school systems to document the

delvery of compensatory/remedial services and to monitor
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student mastery of basic skills deficiencies. Completed Profiles are

submitted to the Deapa nt of 'Education and %used to evaluater the 4
’ -

State-Funded Compensatory/Remedial Program.
-

This paper first discusses the characteristics of the Student Proﬁle
and tpe purposes intended to be served-by the form. The paper then
examines the actual use of the Student Profile and the purposes that have

. S
been realized with the form to date.

Student Praofile Characteristics

The 8 1/2 by 11 inch Student Profile is pictured in Figure 1 -pfepared

for a hypothetical éecond grade student named John Doe and ready for

distribution t
k

Profile is a

Doe's schoolq system, Beau Parish.” The Student

\ree-copy NCR form bound. together' along the left side b)./ a -
perforated com uter track. The right side computer track\ was removed
following compfiter printing. The "master copy" (white, front page) 'is> the
original arfd is retained in the student's file at the building level. The

r school C/R" copy (yellow, back page) was detached and submitted

to the Department of Education °for each summer  school e

compensatory/remedial studént at the close of summer school. The -z

. L4
"regular fyear" .C/R copy (pink, middle page) is to be. detached and
submitted to the Department -of Education at the close of the 1982-83 school

year for,all second graders eligible for compensatory/remedial instruction.

(
The -Student Profile-has three basic parts, each of which is described

/

in the following narrative.
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Part 1: Student ldentifying Information .

\ ‘ This information, identifying the student as eligible for the

Compensatory/Remedial Program, is printed at the top of the form:J Basic

~

Skills Test (BST) scores determine the student's. eligibiliiy for
f L
_compensatory/remedial instruction. School systems must provide 70 hours

of instruction in each area (|anguagé£§rts and/or mathematics) in whith

© »r
k

the student's score is less than 75 percent correct. John Doe is ‘eligible

-

for 70 hours of compensatory/remedial instruction in language,arts. Part 1
is printed by the Department of Education for each eligible student .prior
to distribution to the school system. The forms are pre-siugged with this

individual data by the Bureau .of Management Information Systems in the ™

Office of Research-and Developnient; using the BST data tape. o

- =

Part 2: Compensétory/Rerhedial Program Information

il

Program information, located immegiately under part 1, identifies the

- l location of and pafticipants in the ‘stuaent's compensatory/remedigb___
instruction, and the extent.of the student's participation. Each eligible
student receives summer school and/or regular year compensatory/remedial

instruction. Summer school information is entered on the left half, and

»

regular year information on the right half, of part 2. The

compensatory/remedial teacher provides this information. -
' 'y ‘ .
, ’ .
¢

Part 3: Basic Skill Performance Information

The bottom part of the Student Profile lists the 15 lahguage.arts
skills and the 15 mathematics skills tested on the Grade 2 BST. The

Student Profile presents a .three column field to the left of .each, skill.




..

' Down the 'first column, -marked '“Deficient Skills "‘ the Department of "

— - B - . . . < -

< w Education identifies. with asterisks each skill for whlch the studeht *

correctly answers fewer than three out of the four items measurmg the‘

H

» skill'on the BST. For John Doe, six of the 15 Ianguage arts skills ‘are SO

t

marked. These skllls and their prerequns:tes, are to be taught in .the

£

s-tudent's compensatory/remed_lal program. In  colymn two,. the
. compensatory/reme{iial teacher checks the deficient skills addressed with
) compensatory remedlal mstructlon and, in column three the teacher dates
these skills as they)are masteretl by the student.

Intended Purposes

The Student Profile was developed to serve several purposes some
Jrelated .to program operation and some related to the evaluatlon of the
’ prog‘ram. The Bureau of *Evaluation designed the mstrument to serve

‘ program "'Es—”well.as evaluation ends t8 increase the'accuracy of the
informatioh reported. Further, local paperwork requirements are reduced
by combining program and evaluation functions where possible.

The program purposes served by the Student Profile are‘.: listed"’ahd

¥

discussed first, followed by a discussion of the program evaluation

purposes served. ' | 5 , i
-

Intended Program Purposes * l .

P ) .

Purpose 1. Assist local compensatoty/remedial program staff to ldentlfy

: eligible students' basic skill deficiencies to be addressed
with instruction.

+ This purpose was met., All public school grad'e 2 studehts addressing

the State minimum standards (approximazel/y 56,000) were tested in March,
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1982.. Test scores were returned to Louisiand\gy the scoring contractor on

'

computer tape in April, 1982, By May 15, 1982, every second grade

<

tea.cliner had received an individualized skillﬂ‘perfformance report for each
student tested in that teacher's classroom, and every public school system
had reéeivg_"ck skill -and total test mean(‘scores for its students. Tlllese
scores were reported by cdlassroom,. building, and school system. The
Student Profile was pmepared only for >'che students identified as eligible
for compensatory/remedial instruction (6,256'or 113), and it was aimed

specifically at the compensatory/remedial teacher to aid in thé‘areparation

A
and monitoring of compensatory/remedial instruction.
-

In January, 1983, four public school systems were visited. by the

author as part of a team monitoring compliance'with the State-Funded
Compensatory/Remedial Program reg u\\l_ati'ons. Twenty-five

compensatory/remedial teJachers were interviewed about their use of, and

-

response to, the Student Profile. All but one of the teachers possessed‘

the original Student Profile or a working copy of it for each eligible
student they taught. That one teacher left the original Profile with the

.
regular teacher a_nd, instead, used the individual student basic skills

reports printed by the BST scoring tontractor to identify her s‘tudents'-

deficient skills.

Profile 2. Assist local compensatory/remedial program staff to plan and
monitor thelr ongoing compensatory/remedial instruction.

The majority of the compensatory/remedial teachers interviewed are
not using the Profile to plan and monitor their compensatory/remedial
instruction on a daily basis. Two of the school systems that were

monitored possess local cur?icular materials and instructional systems that

overlap closely with the gradé 2 minimum standard§. These school .systems

. , ’

-
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o
have keyed their instructional materials to the grade 2 basic skills and use
the record keeping devices embgddéd‘ in their curricular models to aid in
planning and monitoring compensatory/remedial !instruction.” They will
transfer information from. these records to the Student Profiles at the end
of the school year and then su‘br‘nit the \Profiles to the Department of
ducation, Ha#f of the ’teach'érs interviewed in the remaining two school
éystgms haye transferred information from the Student Profile to the
Classroom Profile form, a legal-sized worksheet provided by the
° “

Department of Education that dis;?lays all of the skills deficiern€ies for up

to 12 students orr one sheet of paper. These Classroom Profiles were uded

by these teachers as the primary organizer for their compensatory/remedial

instructional planning and monitoring.
The Student Profile may have been used differently by the summer
i
school teachers froth the way it is being used by the regular year
‘ i

teachers. The summer school program was brief (seven weeks), and there

A .

was no regular classroom program with which to coordinate

=

combensatory/r‘emedial services. Examination of the skill master;' dates
entered on the summer school Student Profiles suggests that during the
summer school, teachers assessed and recorded student skj\l] mastery frqm
as often as once a :\veek to as infrequently as once during ':ze/egtire

- -~

summer session. There is no way of identifying whether this information

was recorded regularly on the Profile or transferred to the Profile at the

~

end of the summer session..

.
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Intended Evaluation Purposes ‘
Purpose 1, Provide data to the Department of Education to

measure accurately student mastery of deficient skills.

.
. ——

Approxnﬁnately 2,500 ehgnble students received compensatory/remedial
summer school instruction between June and August, 1982. A completed.
Student/ Profile (Summer Schoc;l Copy) was submitted for each to the
D,epartm nt' of Education for use in the evaluation of this sumrr:er school
r;rogram. These Student Profiles contained teachers' judgments. of-+the _
students' mastery of their deficient |angu'age arts and mathematics skills
that had been addressed with instruction dufring~the summer school.

School systems/were allowed to develop local criteria for what
constituted mastery of a deficient skill. Some systems allowed teachers to
make informal judgments of skill mastery on an gng\eing basis. dthers

’ requikred teachers to base mastery decisions on studef\i\&ts' scores throqg_ry '

\

continual diagnostic test procedures. Still others administered ,-a siﬁgle
. ‘ .

- criterion-referenced test to all students at the end of the session.

Y

-

To obtain an independent measure'of these studer?ts' mastery of
deficient skills mastery, the Department of Education administered a test
developed for program evaluation purposes to a random sample of these

: students at the close of the summer school.™ This test assessed ,student

i) t
performance on the same skills as those incliided in the Grade 2 BST.
X ~

k4 [

Teacher Judgment of Skill Mastery vs. Tested Skill Mastery-

The match between teacher judgments of mastery from the Student

<

Proﬁles was compared with student performance dn the evaluation test. ’

Taple 1 presents the language arts skill deﬂcnency information ,for the 235
guag

<
Y-

7 students who took the language arts test.
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TABLE 1: Teacher Judgment of Skill M'aster_);a'Compared with Demonstrated

Skill Mastery on the Language Arts Test for All Language Arts
Deficient Skills Addressed with lnstruction,

- . “Language Arts Students:(N=235) \2
-~ — ’ ’) l&‘ - . ” o

All Language Arts"-
Deficient Skills

\\\ Add'ressed with - ‘t Not Mastered on * Mastered on thé Total
Summer School Language Arts Language Arts
Instruction Test Test
Celi 1 Cell 2

Reported as -
Not Mastered uys - 306 751
on the Profile

Cell 3 . Cell 4
Reported as
Mastered T 289 783 1,072
on the. Profile ’ NP
TOTAL 734 1,098 1,823
\

The student profiles submitted for each of these students indicated that a
total of 1,823 skills deficiencies in language arts were addressed “with
remedial instruction during the summer. The teachers provided jud-gments

of mastery of deficient skills on these students' Profiles which, when

C° summed for all 235 students, produced the following totals: 1,072 deficient

skills mastered, 751 deficient skills not mastered.
S
e
The language arts test vyielded independent measures of each

student's deficient skill performance, which, when summed, vyielded the

_following totals: 1,089.deﬂcient skills mastered on the test and 73W

deficient skills not mastered or the tesf,

- {

&
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The agreeménts between teacher judgments and test perfo;'mance fall
in cells 1 and 4. The larger the totals in these cells are, the greater the
agreement between judged mastery (Student Profiles) and demonstrated
rﬁastery (test). Di§agreements fall in cells 2 and 3. Cell 2 entfies
represént teacher judgments that are more stringent than the test
standards; the‘ teacher reported that the student had not mastered a skill,
but the student was able to perform the skill well enough to pass it on the
test. Cell 3 entries repres;nt the opposite: cases in which the teacher
judged that the student had mastered a skill, but the student was not,.able
to perform the skill well eno'ugh to show maste.ry on the test.

The cell entrigs in Table 1 indicate modeyéte agreement (67%) between
judged mastery ;nd demonstrated mastery (50% agreement would be
expected by chance). There were a total of 1,228 agreements and 595
disagrg@ments. In 306 of the 595 disagreements (518), the student passed
a skill on the test that the teacher had judged not mastered. This

suggests that neither measure (judgment or test performance) was

¢+

consistently more stringent.

3

Table 2 preiints the information on skill deficiencies in mathematics
for the 155 stucie\iais who toek the mathemgatics test. Cell entries indicate
moderately good agreement between 'juc'jged mastery and. demonstrated
mastery. There were a total of 806 agreements (783) and 225
disagreements (22%). About half of the disagreements (113 of 225) were

instances in which the teachers' judgments were more stringent than the

test standards. J

14

=10 -




»
- TABLE 2: Teacher Judgment of Skill Mastery Compared with Demonstrated
Skill Mastery on the Mathematics Test for All Mathematics
Deficient Skills Addressed with Instruction
. Mathematics Students (N=155)
All Mathematics
Deficient Skills
Addressed with Not Mastered on m§stered on the Total
Summer School the Mathematics athematics
Instruction: Test Test
Cell 1 Cell 2
Reported as
Not Mastered 89 113 202. »
on the Profile .
el 3 Cell &
Reported as , '
Mastered 112 n7, 829
on the Profile
TOTAL 201 830 N ]
In summary, the .comparison. of test performance with teachers'
judgments of skills mastery indicates a positive relationship between
teachers' judgments based on a variety of skill mastery criteria and skill
m%_stery measured with the language arts and mathematics evaluation tests.
Purpose 2. Provide data to the Department of Education to measure
accurately the nature of compensatory remedial instruction
. delivered. . .
- The Student Profile is designed to determine which deficient skills are
_____: ) ‘addressed with instruction®{checked in column two) and which deficient
- skills are not addressed with instruction (uhchecked,in column two). To
the extent that the Profile determines this’information accurately, it serves . 1
this purpose. For example with the 2,500 summer school st nts, he |
, ‘analyzed Student Profile data revealed that 96 percent of all deficient skills
N in both language arts and mathematics were addressed with instruction .,
7 - e
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during the summer school. The accuracy of these reported figures cannot

be substantiated, although there is no reason to doubt their accuracy.

3. Provide data to the Department of Education to accuratgly measure
student participation in the compensatory/remedial program. ’

—

This purpose was met with the compensatory/remedial summer school
program but will probably not be met with the regular yea;'
compensatory/remedial program. The rea:son for this lies in the design of
the Student Profile. The amount of summer school attendance could be
accurately estimated because State regulations specified the number and
length of daily summer s_ci;ool slessions'(35 two-hour sessions) to be

provided, and each absence was two hours. The regular year Student

Profile also requested that absences be reported for each grading period.

The directions were \not specific about whether absences were to be/\

reported as hours or days misséd; therefore, there is no way of knp\;ving

how much compensator instruction was received. Thus, this

rea.llar year absence d been difficult to compile. ‘

Shmmag .
The Student Profile is providing useful information to thé Department

of Education ab eligible students' performance on their deficient skills
~

following co atory/remedial instruction. The success of the Student
Profile a?“ to 'be due in\ part to its usefulness iq communicating the
students' Iasic skills performance information to the school systems at the
outset of their programs, thus helping these systems to meet the

Compensatory/Remedial Program regulations. .




/\
A revised Grade 2 Student Profile and a new Grade 3 Student Proﬁle/
“are béing prepared for use during the 1983-84 school year (grade 3 has
been added to the State Basic Skills Test). The major changes planned
for the Student Profile are simplification of format and reportfng
procedures and clarification of inforr_nation ' requested from
- ‘compensatory/remedial teachers.
In one year of operation the Studen_t Profile has become a recognized

and accepted part of the State-Funded Compensatory/Remedial Program and’

its evaluation.
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